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BY THE COMMISSION:

The Georgia Public Service Commission rCommissionj is charged with
implementing and administering Georgia's newT.lecommunicatlons and CompettUon Act
of 1995 (Section 2 of S.B. 137), O.C.G.A. § " ..5-160 .t Hq. (her.llfter"the Act'') . As
a part of this responsibility, the Commission shall establish the frameWOrk 1'or the
implementation and administration of portability of local telephone numbers.

Under o.e.GoA. § 48-:5,,162(13), 'por'IabiHty' me.ns the technical capability that
permits a customer to retain the same local telephone number at the same customer
location regardless Qf the provider of ttle local exchange service. The Act at O.C.G.A. §
46-5·170 also provides that all local exc:tlange companies shall make the necassary
modifications to allow portability of local numbers between dtrrerent certificated providers
of local exchange service as soon as reasonably possible after such portability has been
shown to be teChnically and economically f•••ible and in ttle pUblic Interest. Pursuant to
O.C.G.A. § 46-5-168(b)(10), the Commission's jurisdiction incluctes the authority to direct
talBcrommunications companies to mek8 Investments and modtflcations necessary to
enable portability,
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In order to facilitate the implementation at a perman«tnt number portability solution
in Georgia, In its Administrative Session on August 12. 1995. the Commission voted to
sponsor a series of Number Portability VVorkshop miletings. The stated mission of the
Workshop proc;ess was to:

"Obtain informetion and industry consensus to the extent possible on the
necessary modftications to allow number portability as soon as reasonably
possible, technically and economically. AlSo, obtain information and Industry
consensus ta the .atent 'easlble on access to local telephone number
resources anel.ssignments, recognizing the scarcity of such resources and
adopted national IIssignment guidelines and Commission rules."

At the end of the WOrkshop sessions three worki.ng· sUbgroups were formed to
continue evaluating potential partab"~ solutions and identifying the critical issues
regarding implementation of a recommended solution. On October 5. 1995. the
Commission Staff issued a set of Number Portability Guidelines which further defined the
scope and prior1tles for deployment of number portability in Georgia. tn addition, the Staff
recommended the for-rnation of a voluntary Selection Committee with appropriate
representation from all ·industry aegments. On November 7, 1995. the Commission
proVided further gUidanCe to the Selection Committee when it issued a Notice af
Proposed'Rulemaking identifying among other things. the service quality and reliability
requirements of 11 mId-term. tD long-term number portability solution.

The Selection Committee was asked to evaluate the technical, cost, and
implementation' impacts of each potential call model proposal, and to make a
recommendation to the Commission on the best call model for implementation in Georgia.
Membership on the Selection Committee included BeliSouth Telecommunications, Inc..
AT&T Wireless Services, Airtoucn Cellular. MFS Intelenet. MediaOne. Standard
Telephone Company/Georgia Telephone Association, Sprin~ Communications, GTE
Mobilnet, AT&T of the Southern States, Inc.. Mel MetrolMCI Telecommunications and
Bel/South Mobility.

On January 8, 1896, the Selection Ccmmtttee submitted tts report to the
Commission (See Georgia Number Portability <Cocket No. 5840-U> Seledion Committee
Report to the Georgia Public Service Commission, Attached hereto as Appendix A)
outlining its recommendations for the seleetiQn of a permanent long term number
portability solution and Its associated Implementation plan. On February 7, 1996, the
Commission held a pubfic h••rlng regarding the Selection Committee Report. Several
partie. prOVided testimony detailing the recommendations contained in the report and the
Mecessary time frame for Commission action,
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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND DECISIONS OF REGULATORY POUCY

a••ed on the Selection Committee Report and the entire record In this proceeding.
including those mattllr& incorporated by reference. the Commission nereby tenders the
follo"""n9 findings of facts, condusions of law. and dedsions of regulatory pelley:

1.

Jurisdiction is proper with the Commission and the Commission has authority to
render a decision in this matter pursuant to a.C.G.A. § ~6·5-'68 (b)(10).

2.

Tne Commission finds that AT&T's loa.1 Routing Number (lRN) is recommended
by the Selection Committee as the permanent long-term call model for database number
portability In Georgia. This recommendation was supported unanimously by the Selection
Committee with the caveats identified in the report (See Georgia Number Portability
<.Oocket No. 5840-U> Selection Committee Report to the Georgia. PUblic. SeNice
Commission, Section 2.5. Selection Committee Vote, Pas_ 9, Appendix A).

3.

The Commission finds that the Selection Committee Identified two Implementation
plan options; Option #1 :LRN only implementation, and Option #2: Carrier Portability Code
CCpe) to LRN implementation. The LRN only option provides that LRN b~ ;~Piementcd

as soon as it becomes fully available. which is currently planned for theQiJni 19i2J time
frame. The CPC to LRN option fecommenCIS the implementation of the CPC solution, as
soon as it becomes available, which is currently planned for the March. 1997 time frame.
CPC would then be transitioned to lRN as soon as It becomes available.

4.

The Commission finds that Option .1. LRN only, is suppol1ecs by eight of the nine
committee members voting. AT&T and MFS supported this option with caveal$. Mel
Metro is the only committee member voting for Option .2. CPC to lRN (See Georgia
Number Portability <Docket Ne. S840-U> S.lection Committee ~eport to the Georgia
Public Service Commission, Section 3.1. Selection Committee Vote. Page 12. Appendix
A).
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The Commission finds that evidence is contained In the record which demonstrates
there WQuld be no signfficant tangible benefit derived from implementing an interim
daUibase solution (CPC) prior to Implementing the perm-nent Ion; tenn solution (LRN).
There would be minimal ad\lanee in the deployment schedule (March. 1997 versus June,
1997): additional implementation c~st incurred (which have not been quantified): and
CPC ha5 remaining technical deficiencies (support for CLASS features).

6.

The Commisaion finds that the Selection Committee unanimously recommends
number portability be Implemented on iii phased-in basis in a manner determined jointly
by the industry.

7.

The Commission finds that the Salection Committee unanimously recommends an
implementation committee be established to project manage and work the iS5ue~

associated with the Implementation of database number portability In Georgia.

8.

Tne Commission finds that the Selection Committee unanimously recommends
the Commission establish frequent checkpoints throughout the Implementation process
to evaluate the status Of the effort. to make any required course carreetions. and to
ensure that the direction establlshed remains the best course of adion far Georgia.

9.

The Commisaion finds that the selectton Committee unanimously recommends tl1at
the industry work the cost recovery Issues according to the process identified in the
report.
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WHEREFORE IT IS ORDERED U1ltAT&Ts Local Routing Number (lRN) proposal
be selected as the permanent long·term caf( model for aatabas. number portability in
Georgia.

ORDERED FURTHER. that Option #1, LRN only implementauon plan is adopted
ak,"Q With its associated target aates.

ORDERED FURTHER, that number portability be Implemented on a phased in
basIs in a manner determined jointly by the industry.

ORDERED FURTHER. that an implementation cammitte. be established to project
manage and work the issues associated with the implementation of database number
portability in GeorgIa.

ORDERED FURTHER, that tne Commission ••tablish f,..quent checkpoints
throughout the implementation process to .valuate the status Df the effort. to make any
required co~rse corrections, and to .n51.1'" that the direction eatabUshed,remalns the best
coun;e of action for Georgia. The implementation committee shall submit a monthly status
report to the Commission outlining aU .ctivitiGs undertaken, milestones achieved, and
highlight any deviations or modifications made to the proposed implementation plan. The
first status report is due on April 1, 1996.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the industry wo~ the cost recovery issu.s according
to the process identified in the report.

ORDERED FURTHER, that • motion for reconsideration, rehearing, or oral
argument or .ny other motion ahan not stay the effective date of this Order, unles.s
otherwise ordered by the Commission.

ORDER-ED fURTHER. that jurisdietiOn over this matter is expressly. retained for
the purpg~e gf entering such further Order or Orders as this Commission may deem just
and proper.
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The above adion by the Commission In Admini5trative Session on the 20th da-;
of February. 1995.

~~~Terri M. Lyndall .
Executive Secretary

_aNt« 6Lu:
Dave Baker
Chairman
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